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Arguments dated July 9, 2007 

Remarks/ Arguments : 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 3, 4, 7 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003-0044000 Al to Kfoury et al., (hereinafter 
referred to as Kfoury) in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002-0033836 Al to Smith 
(hereinafter referred to as Smith). 

Regarding claims 1, 7 and 8, the Examiner points to Figs. 1-4 of Kfoury as disclosing 
a direction detecting section (sensors) for detecting an orientation (of a manually rotatable 
keypad), a display controller for orienting and outputting a display based on the sensor 
outputs, and a display section for displaying the oriented data as either landscape or portrait. 
The Examiner further points to Smith as disclosing the determination of a display data size to 
be output based upon the detected direction, and therefore, purportedly rendering the 
invention claimed by the Applicant in independent claims 1, 7 and 8 obvious. 

In regard to the Kfoury reference, the Examiner states that the Kfoury reference 
describes an electronic display device with a rotatable keypad. However, the Kfoury 
reference only detects position of the rotatable keypad relative to the device, and does not 
describe detecting the position of the device itself as claimed by the Applicant. As noted by 
the Examiner, it is the rotation of the display device while not rotating the keypad, or the 
rotation of the keypad while not rotating the display device, that is sensed by the sensor of 
Kfoury and used to detect the orientation of the keypad relative to the orientation of the 
display device and adjust the displayed image. Specifically, the detection described in the 
Kfoury reference is the detection of the orientation of the keypad relative to the orientation of 
the display device . The detection of the orientation of the device is not described or 
reasonably suggested by the Kfoury reference. 

For example, where the keypad remains untouched as in the case of a fixed keypad, 
rotation of the device cannot be detected by the system and method described in the Kfoury 
reference. In this case, a device in an upright position cannot be differentiated from a device 
in an upside down position, as the keypad remains untouched. In another example, where the 
device remains stationary, any rotation of the keypad is detected, which cannot be confused 
with rotation of the device, as the device in this stated example remains stationary. In this 
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case, a device in constant upright position will generate rotation signals as the keypad is 
solely rotated. 

In the first case, device rotation is not detected at all even though the device is rotated, 
and in the second case, rotation is detected where there is no device rotation at all. 
Accordingly, the Applicant asserts that at least one limitation of independent claims 1 , 7 and 
8, specifically, a direction detecting section and method for detecting the direction in which 
the mobile terminal is placed, is not met by the Kfoury reference. 

Still further, neither the Kfoury reference or the Smith reference alone or in 
combination, disclose or reasonably suggest the use of a selectively generated fourth 
direction detecting signal. There is no disclosure in the Kfoury reference of a keypad 
orientation signal selectively generated when there is an absence of a first, second and third 
signal. Also, there is no disclosure in the Smith reference of an orientation generated by the 
orientation sensing/switching device when there is an absence of a first, second and third 
signal. Accordingly, the Applicant asserts that at least one limitation of independent claims 
1, 5, 6, 7 and 8, specifically, a system and method for the use of a selectively generated fourth 
direction detecting signal in the absence of a first, second and third signal, is not met by the 
Kfoury reference. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 5 and 6 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kfoury in view of Smith, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,612,732 
to Yuyama et al. (hereinafter referred to as Yuyama). 

Regarding claim 5, the Examiner points to Kfoury as disclosing a picture display 
device comprising a direction detecting section, a display controller and a display section, 
and points to Yuyama Fig. 3 as disclosing a camera module. The Examiner further points to 
Smith as disclosing a device and method for changing orientation and configuration of a 
display device, purportedly rendering the invention claimed by the Applicant in independent 
claim 5 obvious. 

That is, the Examiner points to Kfoury as disclosing a direction detecting section for 
detecting the direction in which the mobile terminal is placed as claimed by the Applicant in 
claim 5. However, as noted above, the Kfoury reference only discloses a system and method 
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for detecting a keypad orientation, and does not disclose nor reasonably suggest a direction 
detecting section for detecting the direction in which the mobile terminal is placed, or a 
method of detecting a direction in which the mobile terminal is placed. 

Accordingly, the Applicant asserts that at least one limitation of independent claim 5, 
specifically, a direction detecting section for detecting the direction in which the mobile 
terminal is placed, is not met by the Kfoury reference. 

Regarding claim 6, the Examiner points to Kfoury as disclosing a picture display 
device comprising a direction detecting section, a display controller and a display section, 
and points to Yuyama Fig. 3 as disclosing a tuner, decoder and video processing section. The 
Examiner further points to Smith as disclosing a device and method for changing orientation 
and configuration of a display device, purportedly rendering the invention claimed by the 
Applicant in independent claim 6 obvious. 

That is, the Examiner points to Kfoury as disclosing a direction detecting section for 
detecting the direction in which the mobile terminal is placed as claimed by the Applicant in 
claim 6. However, as noted above, the Kfoury reference only discloses a system and method 
for detecting a keypad orientation, and does not disclose nor reasonably suggest a direction 
detecting section for detecting the direction in which the mobile terminal is placed, or a 
method of detecting a direction in which the mobile terminal is placed. 

Accordingly, the Applicant asserts that at least one limitation of independent claim 6, 
specifically, a direction detecting section for detecting the direction in which the mobile 
terminal is placed, is not met by the Kfoury reference. 

Still further, neither the Kfoury reference or the Smith reference alone or in 
combination, disclose or reasonably suggest the use of a selectively generated fourth 
direction detecting signal. There is no disclosure in the Kfoury reference of a keypad 
orientation signal selectively generated when there is an absence of a first, second and third 
signal. Also, there is no disclosure in the Smith reference of an orientation generated by the 
orientation sensing/switching device when there is an absence of a first, second and third 
signal. Accordingly, the Applicant asserts that at least one limitation of independent claims 5 
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and 6, specifically, a system for the use of a selectively generated fourth direction detecting 
signal in the absence of a first, second and third signal, is not met by the Kfoury reference. 

Further, the Examiner has not established a prima facie case of obviousness. To 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness, that there must be some suggestion or motivation, 
either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, to modify the references. 

The Examiner's rejection relies on an assumption that the knowledge necessary to 
organize the elements of the Kfoury and Smith references in a manner required to achieve the 
features of the present invention would have been within the abilities of one with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time. However, even if the elements were present and the knowledge 
was available, it does not necessarily follow as to why someone would want to make the 
required modifications to achieve the features of the present invention. Specifically, the 
disclosure of the Kfoury reference is directed toward orientation of a display with respect to a 
keypad orientation. There would be no suggestion or motivation to combine the teachings of 
Kfoury with any other reference which would not orient a display with respect to a keypad 
orientation. 



In view of the above, it is believed that there are at least one or more errors or 
omissions in the Examiner's rejections. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 




Ronald S. Grubb 
Reg. No. 48,672 
Attorney for Applicant 




Roylance, Abrams, Berdo & Goodman, L.L.P. 



1300 19 th Street, N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
Tel: (202) 659-9076 
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